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♦iCCLOY reportedly made a remark to the effect that HORN had spoken 
derogatorily of CAFILA. This remark (no one is clear as to whom 
uiCCLOY made it) la supposed to have gotten back to ADi&'A’JKR and re- 
sulted in (jLOBKji's being dispatched to Munich to determine the facts. 
UTILITY states that OLQBKx, came to iaunich and very diplomatically 
explored the matter v/itL HORN and UTILITY. 

UTILITY foela that MCCLOY may have wada an offhana and perfectly 
Innocuous remark to his Prenc *nd British opposite numbers and that 
this remark, in. distorted form, cane back to GLOEKE, CAFILA and other 
governmental figure 3 in the British 2one. 
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